considered that by obtaining publicity, these bodies refreshed the whole attempt to re-plan London. There were three other master plans: the London County Council, the Greater London, and County of London Development plans. The main contributors for the first two were J.H. Forshaw and Professor Patrick Abercrombie; the third was produced by the Town Planning Committee of the LCC.
The London County Council plan's main objectives concerned social and functional analysis. Problems were multifarious: decentralisation of population and industry, open spaces, communication problems, new housing accommodation, the role of London as a great industrial city, existing conditions and problems of reconstruction, land use zones and building densities, public utility services, areas for special development, as well as the protection of buildings of historic and architectural interest. There was opposition from the Town and Country Planning Association; mainly about population density. The major weakness of the LCC plan was that it was limited to the County of London, excluding the City of London. The City was -and is -an autonomous and very powerful entity.
The Greater London plan included both the County of London and the City. Marmaras comments on the division of the area in four concentric rings, the Inner Urban, the Suburban, the Green Belt and the Outer County and on the aim to discourage further growth of industry and population, to make suggestions for communication improvements and for the conservation and extension of the green belt. In dealing largely with the location of industry and the industrial population, the plan overlooked the commercial and administrative importance of London. Nevertheless, Marmaras regards the plan as an advance in the idea of planned location for industry and housing and planned decentralization, thus becoming the post-war model for all urban areas.
The County of London Development plan was operational, not merely advisory. It included two basic plans. The Town Map outlined the proposed Use Zones. The Programme Map showed the phases of development. The main proposals were road programming, industrial decentralization, and urban densities related to housing needs and comprehensive development areas. Marmaras believed that the plan was accepted because of its realism. London had lost about a third of its housing and what remained included many structures which were sub-standard in light of the Welfare State's commitment to change, which the Labour government set about accomplishing.
The planning of London during and after World War II tested new ideas, and legislation and procedures were introduced to complete the huge task. The British Planning System was established and impacted greatly the world scene for the coming decades. Planning became interdisciplinary and all interested parties could now expect to participate by public inquiry etc. Marmaras' book added new material from original sources and shed light on many matters.
In an interview of 2014, Marmaris said that the study of London by a non-British person may sound a little strange but it has the advantage of an external and possibly more objective effort. He believed that this was an era of many innovations accompanied by genuine moral values. The British experience guided for many years those who believed in the reformatory character of urban planning and its ability to improve the lives of those who suffered from the trials of World War II. It was an admirable era of courageous hope.
Manolis was humble and polite. He had a very pleasant personality. Manolis was also a good listener and cared for his friends greatly. He enjoyed academic discussions. He was among the last to leave the classroom, if not the last. And even after the end of lecture or seminar he was the first to encourage continuation of discussion outside the classroom. Colleagues who wanted to encourage others to join them had only to say 'Manolis will also be there' . Manolis will have a lasting impact on all of us. Athena J. Wallace athena.j.wallace@gmail.com Evangelos Manolas emanolas@fmenr.duth.gr
